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Claims 1 1 and 12 are considered withdrawn as they are directed to laser 
welding. 

Claims 1,4,5 and 7-10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over JP2000007902. 

The reference exemplifies (#7,11) blends of 100 parts of 12% isophthalate 
modified polybutyleneterephthalate, 20 parts styrene resin, 10 parts polycarbonate and 
40 parts glass fiber. Additionally, comparison #7 shows 100 parts of 12% isophthalate 
modified polybutyleneterephthalate, 10 parts polycarbonate and 40 parts glass fiber. 
Inherently, the composition must have the properties of applicant's claims because it is 
the preferred composition used by applicant. 

Claims 1,4,5,9 and 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over JP05032800. 

The reference is believed to exemplify (#1 ,#4) blends of 80% copolyester and 
20% polycarbonate. The copolyester is made of butanediol and terephthalic/isophthalic 
acid in a 80-87.5/20-12.5. Additionally, example 5 is a blend of 80% of a ethoxylated 
bisphenol A modified PBT and 20% polycarbonate. Inherently, the compositions must 
have the properties of applicant's claims because it is the preferred composition used 
by applicant. 

Claims 1 ,4,5 and 7-10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Uno 2002/0188073. 

Uno's comparison example 8 is a blend of 35% 
polybutyleneterephthalate/isophthalate copolymer, 35% polycarbonate and 30% glass 
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fibers (table 2). The polyester has a terephalic/isophthalic ratio of 85/15 (paragraph 59). 
Inherently, the composition must have the properties of applicant's claims because it is 
the preferred composition used by applicant. 

Claims 1 ,4,5 and 7-10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over JP1 1049937. 

Example 5 is a blend of 100 parts of 12% isophthalic acid modified 
polybutyleneterephthalate, 30 parts polycarbonate, 10 parts glass fiber and 0.3 parts 
phosphite. Inherently, the composition must have the properties of applicant's claims 
because it is the preferred composition used by applicant. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/9/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that JP2000007902 requires the presence of a styrenic resin. 

It is not clear how this distinguishes the reference from the present claims. 
Applicant did not point out a specific claim limitation the reference is unable to meet. 
The presence of styrene resin is not expected to harm light transmittance because 
applicant's own examples include styrene resin. Furthermore, applicant does not 
comment on comparison #7 which does not include styrene resin. Presumably, 
applicant can read and understand the reference. 

Applicant argues the colorant present in JP0929T204 would make the reference 
unable to meet to meet the light transmittance requirement. 

The examiner takes no position as to this argument because applicant has not 
provided any evidence in regards to the light transmittance of the reference. However, 
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the examiner chooses to replace the rejection with references that do not have any 
colorant to overcome any such argument. 

These references are also superior to WO 01/00409. 

This application contains claims 11 and 12 drawn to an invention nonelected with 
traverse in response of 10/10/06. A complete reply to the final rejection must include 
cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144) See 
MPEP§821.01. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Buttner whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1084. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 10 to 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Randy Gulakowski, can be reached on 571-272-1302. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




